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And yet, it has been often said, that the party issues were hopelessly
confused.—l. stephen.
A less familiar form of this mistake, and one not likely to
occur except in good writers, since inferior ones seldom
attempt the construction that leads to it, is sometimes found
when a subordinating conjunction is placed late in its clause,
after the object or other member. In the Thackeray sentence,
it will be observed that the first comma would be right (i) if
them had stood after discovered instead of where it does, (2)
if them had been omitted, and any had served as the common
object to both verbs.
And to things of great dimensions, if we annex an adventitious idea
of terror, they become without comparison greater.—burke.
Any of which peccadilloes, if Miss Sharp discovered, she did not
tell them to Lady Crawley.—thackeray.
6. The misplaced comma.
Some authors would seem to have an occasional feeling
that here or hereabouts is the place for a comma, just as in
handwriting some persons are well content if they get a dot
in somewhere within measurable distance of its i. The dot is
generally over the right word at any rate, and the comma is
seldom more than one word off its true place.
All true science begins with empiricism—though all true science is
such exactly, in so far as it strives to pass out of the empirical stage.—
HUXLEY.
Exactly qualifies and belongs to in so far', &c., not such. The
comma should be before it.
This, they for the most part, throw away as worthless.—corelli.
For the most pari> alone, is the adverbial parenthesis.
But this fault occurs, perhaps nine times out of ten, in
combination with the thai-clause comma so often mentioned.
It may be said, when our instances have been looked into,
that in each of them, apart from the /Aatf-clause comma,
which is recognized by many authorities, there is merely the
licence that we have ourselves allowed, omission of the first,
without omission of the last, comma of an adverbial parenthesis.
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